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Date of Interview: 08 June 2007 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)£3 No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: Independent Claims . 

Identification of prior art discussed: The prior art of record . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)Q was reached. g)D was not reached. h)Q N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: During the interview availability of the claims over the prior art of 
record was discussed. Agreed, the prior art of record does not teach "determining, based on a calling party identifier in 
the signaling message, whether the communication initiator has previously been notified not to initiate communications 
with the communication recipient", and that said automatically generated complaint registration message is conducted 
"in response to determining that the communication initiator has been previously notified not to initiate communications 
with the communication recipient". Furthermore, changes to the claim language were discussed in order to clarify 
patentable subject matter and avoid possible issues under 35 USC 112. Finally, the Representative gave authorization 
for the Examiner Amendment to thereby place the claims into condition of allowance. 



